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7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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Art Unit: 3632 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. Claim 1 1 , line 2, " a support member " is vague in that it is not 
clear whether it is the same support members recited in claim 7. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-6 and 17-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Anderson (US patent no. 4,018,023). Anderson discloses a driving device (figure 4) 
comprising a driving end (50 plus an upper portion of cylinder with notch end, see 
division line in illustration below) capable of receiving a blow from a driving tool; an 
extension portion (42) extending from the driving end, the extended portion adapted to 
contact a shank of the support device; and a nesting portion (48 note that the there are 
more than one slit 44 which splices the cylinder 40 into plural leaves, one leave 
represent a nesting portion while the other leaves represent extension portion) 
extending from the driving end, the nesting portion adapted to engage a split portion 
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(14) of the support device; wherein the head includes a notch (upper end portion of 44); 
wherein the extension portion includes snap portions (48); and wherein the driving 
device is made of steel (col. 3, lines 31-35). 



Nesting portion 



Head 
portion 



Notch portion of head portion 




•4** Snap portions 



Extension portion 42 



Claims 1, 6, 17, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Davis (US Patent no. 1,313,795). Davis discloses a driving device (18) made of 
steel adapted to drive the support device into an object, the driving device comprising a 
driving end (18) adapted to receive a blow from a driving tool; an extension portion 
(walls 15) extending from the driving end, the extended portion adapted to contact a 
shank of the support device; and a nesting portion (17) extending from the driving end, 
the nesting portion adapted to engage a split portion of the support device. 

Claims 1-5 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Odegaard (US Patent no. 3,341 ,651 ). Odegaard discloses a driving device (20) 
adapted to drive the support device into an object, the driving device comprising a 
driving end (upper surface of 20) adapted to receive a blow from a driving tool and a 
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notch (30) in the driving end; an extension portion (lower portion of 20) extending from 
the driving end, the extended portion adapted to contact a shank of the support device 
with snap portions (34, figure 8) at the lower portion of the extension portion; and a 
nesting portion (18) extending from the driving end, the nesting portion (28a, figure 8) 
adapted to engage a split portion (48) of the support device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davis (US Patent no. 1,313,795) in view of Anderson (US patent no. 4,018,023). Davis 
disclosed all the claimed features of applicant's invention except for snap portions at a 
lower portion of the extension portion. Anderson teaches a removable fastener head 
(figure 4) comprising a driving end; an extension portion (42) extending from the driving 
end, the extended portion adapted to contact a shank of the support device; and 
wherein the extension portion includes snap portions (48). It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modify the driving head portion of Davis such 
that the extension portion are provided with snap portions to further secure the driving 
head onto the shank as taught by Anderson. 
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Claims 7-11, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Odegaard (US Patent no. 3,341 ,651 ) in view of Hartzler et al (US 
Patent no. 1 ,798,468). Odegaard discloses a support device (40) having a rigid shank 
(40), serration (43) at first end of shank for securing the device; a rigid first and second 
support members (46) at the second end of the shank and a driving device (20) adapted 
to drive the support device into an object, the driving device comprising a driving end 
(upper surface of 20) adapted to receive a blow from a driving tool and a notch (30 ) for 
receiving the support member; an extension portion (lower portion of 20) extending from 
the driving end, the extended portion adapted to contact a shank of the support device 
with snap portions (34, figure 8) at the lower portion of the extension portion; and a 
nesting portion (1 8) extending from the driving end, the nesting portion (28a, figure 8) 
adapted to engage a split portion (48) of the support device. However, Odegaard does 
not show threads at the first end of the shank. Hartzler teaches proving a shank with 
threads at its sharped end portion. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have modify the serrations of Odegaard such that they are threads as taught 
by Hartzler. Such modification would have involved a mere substitution of one well- 
known securing shank end for another. 

Claims 7 and 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Davis (US Patent no. 1 ,31 3,795) in view of Hartzler et al (US Patent no. 
1 ,798,468). Davis discloses a support device, comprising a rigid shank (10) having a 
first end and a second end; barbs disposed at the first end of the shank for use in 
securing the device to a pole; a rigid first support member (12, 13) disposed on the 
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second end of the shank for securing a first object to the pole; a rigid second support 
member (the other 12 and 1 3) disposed on the second end of the shank for securing a 
second object to the pole; and a driving device (18) made of steel attached to the 
second end of the shank and adapted to drive the support device into an object, the 
driving device comprising a driving end (1 8) adapted to receive a blow from a driving 
tool; an extension portion (walls 15) extending from the driving end, the extended 
portion adapted to contact a shank of the support device; and a nesting portion (17) 
extending from the driving end, the nesting portion adapted to removably and fixably 
engage a split portion of the support device. However, Davis does not show threads at 
the first end of the shank. Davis shows barbs at the first end for securing the device to 
a pole. Using barbs or threads for securing a gaff onto a surface are known mechanical 
equivalents. Hartzler teaches proving a shank with threads at its sharped end portion. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modify the barb of 
Davis such that they are threads as taught by Hartzler. Such modification would have 
involved a mere substitution of one well-known securing shank end for another. 

Claims 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Davis (US Patent no. 1,313,795) in view of Hartzler et al (US Patent no. 1,798,468) as 
applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Anderson (US patent no. 4,018,023). 
Davis and Hartzler combined disclosed all the claimed features of applicant's invention 
except for snap portions at a lower portion of the extension portion. Anderson teaches a 
removable fastener head (figure 4) comprising a driving end; an extension portion (42) 
extending from the driving end, the extended portion adapted to contact a shank of the 
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support device; and wherein the extension portion includes snap portions (48). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modify the driving head 
portion of Davis such that the extension portion are provided with snap portions to 
further secure the driving head onto the shank as taught by Anderson. 

Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Davis (US Patent no. 1 ,313,795) in view of Hartzler et al (US Patent no. 1 ,798,468) 
as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Schmidt (US patent no. 3,848,080) 
and Muller (US patent no. 2,257,640). Davis and Hartzler combined disclosed all the 
claimed features of applicant's invention except for the support member is of "P"shape 
or J-shape. Schmidt teaches providing J-shaped support member (1 8, figure 2) at a 
second end of a shank (10) for holding additional wire. Muller teaches providing a 
support device having "P" shaped or J-shaped (figure 15) support member with a driving 
device (20). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have modify 
the support member of Davis and Hartzler combined such that the support member are 
"P"-shaped or "J" shaped as taught by Muller for supporting additional wires as taught 
by Schmidt. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The remaining cited art of record demonstrate gaffs and spikes 
used in a variety of environments. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Korie H. Chan whose telephone number is 703-305- 
8079. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leslie Braun can be reached on 703-308-2156. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). ^ 
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